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Reviewer Comments to Author: 

I think the authors addressed almost all of the issues raised about the paper and they did a great job in 

responding to the comments. However, with regards to one comment on repeat analysis, I suggested 

author to use Repeat Modeler (in addition to Repeat Masker) to verify the results of repeat analysis that 

was done using Repeat Masker. I agree that the results would be similar (very likely) but a "speculation" 

by authors that the result of Repeat Modeler would be the same as Repeat Masker is not a great answer 

to this comment. I think it would be better to run Repeat Modeler and actually show the results are 

similar without any speculation. Even if the results of Repeat Modeller and Repeat Masker will not be 

similar, the authors can discuss this in the discussion and it would not be a weak point of the study. 

Having said that, this is not a point that stops the paper from publishing and I recommend the 

acceptance of the paper (unless the editors would prefer to address this comment before publishing). 
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manuscript? 
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has applied for patents relating to the content of the manuscript? 
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 Do you have any non-financial competing interests in relation to this paper? 

If you can answer no to all of the above, write 'I declare that I have no competing interests' below. If 

your reply is yes to any, please give details below. 

I declare that I have no competing interests 

 

I agree to the open peer review policy of the journal. I understand that my name will be included on my 

report to the authors and, if the manuscript is accepted for publication, my named report including any 

attachments I upload will be posted on the website along with the authors' responses. I agree for my 

report to be made available under an Open Access Creative Commons CC-BY license 

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). I understand that any comments which I do not wish to 

be included in my named report can be included as confidential comments to the editors, which will not 

be published. 

Choose an item. 

To further support our reviewers, we have joined with Publons, where you can gain additional credit to 

further highlight your hard work (see: https://publons.com/journal/530/gigascience). On publication of 

this paper, your review will be automatically added to Publons, you can then choose whether or not to 

claim your Publons credit. I understand this statement. 
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